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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 3 5 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published 
under section 122 (b) , by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the 
effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the 
United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language . 

2. Claims 17-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Ludwig et al . . 

The claimed invention reads on Ludwig et al . as follows: 

Regarding claim 17, Ludwig et al . discloses a user 
interface for a radio (cellular) enabled handheld computer 
(laptop) display- screen (fig. 8b and col. 14 line 64 through col. 
15 line 6) , comprising: a first screen portion providing a first 
indicator representative of a first call of a conference call 
(fig. 8B and col. 24 lines 22-36, fig. 35 and col. 36 line 14 
through col. 38 line 56); a second screen portion providing a 
second indicator representative of a second call of a conference 
call (fig. 8B and col. 24 lines 22-36, fig. 35 and col. 36 line 
14 through col. 38 line 56); and a user selectable option that is 
configured to effectuate movement of at least one of the first 
indicator and the second indicator to the other of the first and 
second screen portion (i.e. hangup, hold, adjourn selection 
indicator (fig. 8B and col. 24 lines 22-36, fig. 35 and col. 36 
line 14 through col. 38 line 56). 
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Regarding claim 18, Ludwig et al . discloses the first 
screen portion is representative of active calls (fig. 8B and 
col. 24 lines 22-36). 

Regarding claim 19, Ludwig et al . discloses the second 
screen portion is representative of held (hold) calls (fig. 8B 
and col. 24 lines 22-36). 

Regarding claim 20, Ludwig et al . discloses the first 
portion may contain indicators representative of up to four calls 
(fig. 8B and col. 24 lines 22-36). 



Regarding claim 21, Ludwig et al . discloses a user 
selectable option (i.e. the hangup, hold closeby and adjourn icon) 
configured to effectuate swapping of the first indicator from the 
first display screen portion to the second display screen portion 
(i.e. the hangup,hold closeby and adjourn icon is placed on the 
screen based upon the caller name) (fig. 8B and col. 24 lines 22- 
36, fig. 35 and col. 36 line 14 through col. 38 line 55) and the 
second indicator from the second display screen portion to the 
first display screen portion (i.e. the hangup, hold closeby and 
adjourn icon is placed on the screen based upon the caller name) ( 
fig. 8B and col. 24 lines 22-36, fig. 35 and col. 36 line 14 
through col. 38 line 55). 



Regarding claim 22, Ludwig et al . discloses a user 
selectable option (i.e. the hangup, hold closeby and adjourn icon) 
that is configured to effectuate' placing a call on hold (fig. 8B 
and col. 24 lines 22-36, fig. 35 and col. 36 line 14 through col. 
38 line 55) and moving the first indicator from the • first display 
screen portion to the second display screen portion (i.e. the 
hangup, hold closeby and adjourn icon is placed on the screen 
based upon the caller name) ( fig. 8B and col. 24 lines 22-36, 
fig. 35 and col. 36 line 14 through col. 38 line 55). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 



Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-3,5-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Vainio et al . in view of Roustaei et al . 

and Ludwig et al . . 

Regarding claim 1, Vainio et al . discloses a portable 
electronic device (radio telephone) (col. 2 lines 58-65), 
comprising: a housing (inherent, with telephones taught in fig. 1 
number 1 and col. 2 lines 58-65); a processor supported by the 
housing (col. 3 lines 1-8); a memory (fig. 1 number 12) coupled 
to the processor (fig. 1 numbers 12 and 11), a communications 
transceiver (fig. 1 number 8 and 9) coupled to the processor 
(fig. 1) , the transceiver configured to support voice conference 
calling between more than two parties (col. 1 lines 7-11 and col. 
3 lines 12-52) ; and a program stored in the memory and running on 
the processor col. 3 line 62 through col. 4 line 51), the program 
configured to provide a user interface on the display (col. 5 
lines 27-39) , the user interface configured to display indicators 
representative of the parties on the conference call (col. 5 
lines 27-39) , the user interface including a hold area of the 
display configured to display indicators representative of the 
parties on hold (col. 1 lines 36-38). Vainio et al . differs 
from claim 1 of the present invention in that it do not disclose 
the user interface including a hold area of the display 
configured to display indicators representative of the parties on 
hold and an active area of the display configured to display 
indicators representative of the parities active on the 
conference call. Roustaei et al . teaches a digital assistant 
(i.e. hand held computer) with cellular telephone capabilities 
for conference calling (paragraph 0016 and paragraph 003 8 line 1 
through paragraph 0039 line 10). Ludwig et al . . teaches a 
laptop computer which operates through a cellular link (col. 14 
line 64 through col. 15 line 11) where the user interface (fig. 
8b) including a hold area of the display configured to display 
indicators representative of the parties on hold and an active 
area of the display configured to display indicators 
representative of the parities active on the conference call 
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(col. 24 lines 23-36, fig. 8B and col. 24 lines 22-36, fig. 35 
and col. 36 line 14 through col. 38 line 55). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Vainio et al . radio 
telephone with the user interface including a hold area of the 
display configured to display indicators representative of the 
parties on hold and an active area of the display configured to 
display indicators representative of the parities active on the 
conference call in order to remind the user of the telephone that 
there are active participants that are on hold and to bring them 
back into the conference when needed, as taught by Roustaei et 
al . and Ludwig et al . . 



Regarding claim 2, Vainio et al . discloses an icon (hold 
instruction) configured to place at least one indicator 
representative of a party active on the conference call from the 
active area on hold (col. 1 line 37-39). 



Regarding claim 3, the combination of Vainio et al . and 
Roustaei et al . differs from claim 3 of the present invention in 
that they do not disclose least one indicator representative of 
a party active on the conference call from the active area is 
moved to the hold area. Ludwig et al . teaches least one 
indicator (fig. 8B Tom Griner, hold icon) representative of a 
party active on the conference call from the active area is moved 
to the hold area fig. 8B Tom Griner, hold icon) . Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the combination of 
Vainio et al . and Roustaei et al . with least one indicator 
representative of a party active on the conference call from the 
active area is moved to the hold area in order for the radio 
telephone to place the live participants on hold while it dial 
additional conference participants, as taught by Ludwig et al . . 

Regarding claim 5, Vainio et al . discloses the user 
interface is configured to provide a plurality of user selectable 
options when a call is selected (col. 3 line 55 through col. 4 
line 6) . 

Regarding claim 6, Vainio et al . discloses a save to address 
book option (phone book) (col. 4 lines 1-24) . 
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Regarding claim 7, Vainio et al . discloses a private 
conversation (i.e. a conference group call with one of the 
participants for a selected group) option (col. 4 lines 5-26). 

Regarding claim 8, Vainio et al . discloses a set redial 
reminder option (i.e. the participants names and numbers may be 
pulled up for conferencing) (col. 4 lines 1-23 and col. 5 lines 
39-67) . 

Regarding claim 9, the combination of Vainio et al . and 
Roustaei et al . differs from claim 9 of the present invention in 
that they do not explicit disclose a disconnect call option. 
Ludwig et al . teaches a hangup option (fig. 8B) . Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the combination of 
Vainio et al . and Roustaei et al . with a disconnect call option 
in order for the radio telephone to end a conference session 
with one of the participants, as taught by Ludwig et al . . 

Regarding claims 10 and 12, Vainio et al . discloses a 
method (fig. 3) of managing a conference call on a handheld mobile 
telephone (radio telephone comprising a computer) device (col. 5 
line 27 through col. 6 line 13), comprising: displaying to a user 
a screen including a new call option (col. 3 line 55 through col. 
4 line 26) ; initiating a first call at the request of a user 

(col. 3 line 55 through col. 4 line 26); placing the first call 
on hold at the request of a user (col. 4 lines 55-58) and placing 
an indicator representative of the first call in a hold section 
of the display (col. 1 lines 37-39); displaying to a user an 
available section of the display including a new call option 

(telephone 17) (col. 5 line 27 through col. 6 line 13); initiating 
a second call at the request of a user by selecting the new call 
option (col. 5 line 27 through col. 6 line 13). Vainio et al . 
differs from claim 10 of the present invention in that it does 
not disclose placing an indicator representative of the second 
call in an active section of the display. Roustaei et al . teaches 
a digital assistant (i.e. hand held computer) with cellular 
telephone capabilities for conference calling (paragraph 0016 and* 
paragraph 0038 line 1 through paragraph 0039 line 10) . Ludwig 
et al . teaches a laptop computer which operates through a 
cellular link (col. 14 line 64 through col. 15 line 11) where 
the user interface (fig. 8B and col. 24 lines 22-36, fig. 35 and 
col. 36 line 14 through col. 38 line 55) including a hold area of 
the display configured to display indicators representative of 
the parties on hold and an active area of the display configured 



Application/Control Number: 09/981,510 
Art Unit: 2 683 



Page 7 



to display indicators representative of the parities active on 
the conference call (col. 24 lines 23-36 and fig. 8B and col. 24 
lines 22-36, fig. 35 and col. 36 line 14 through col. 38 line 
55) . Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Vainio et al . radio telephone with placing an indicator 
representative of the second call in an active section of the 
display in order for the radio telephone to bring the second 
participant into the conference with the hold party, as taught by 
Ludwig et al . and Roustaei et al . . 



Regarding claim 11, Vainio et al . discloses providing to a 
user a selectable option configured to swap the first call in the 
hold section with the second call in the active section (col. 5 
line 27 through col. 6 line 13). 



Regarding claim 13, Vainio et al . discloses placing the 
calls in the active section on hold by selecting a hold option 
(col. 1 lines 37-39) . 

Regarding claim 14, Vainio et al . discloses selecting a new 
call option (col. 5 line 27 through col. 6 line 13). 

Regarding claim 15, Vainio et al . discloses placing a new 
call (col. 5 line 27 through col. 6 line 13). 

Regarding claim 16, the combination of Vainio et al . and 
Roustaei et al . differs from claim 16 of the present invention 
in that they do not disclose selecting a conference option that 
effectuates the addition of the held calls to the new call. 
Ludwig et al . discloses a resume option that effectuates the 
addition of the held calls to the new call (fig. 8B and col. 24 
lines 22-36, fig. 35 and col. 36 line 14 through col. 38 line 
55) . Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
the combination of Vainio et al . and Roustaei et al . with 
selecting a conference option that effectuates the addition of 
the held calls to the new call in order for the radio telephone 
to bring the held participants that are on hold back into the 
conference session, as taught by Ludwig et al . . 
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5. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Vainio et al . in view of Roustaei et al . and 
Ludwig et al . and as applied to claim 1 above and in further 
view of Pelletier. 

Regarding claim 4, the combination of Vainio et al . , Ludwig 
et al. and Roustaei et al . differs from claim 4 of the present 
invention in that they do not disclose a call timer associated 
with the call indicators. Pelletier teaches a telephone set 
which may be alternatively used in a wireless telephone (figures 
6 and 7) which displays a call timer associated with the call 
indicators (names and numbers) (paragraph 003, paragraph 0025 and 
paragraph 0040) . Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the combination of Vainio et al . , Ludwig et al . and 
Roustaei et al . with a call timer associated with the call 
indicators in order for the radio telephone to determine how long 
a participant has been placed on hold, and the time of the 
conference, as taught by Pelletier. 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicants arguments filed September 12, 2004 have been 
fully considered but they are not deemed to be persuasive. The 
following are explanations to the applicant arguments: 
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1. Argument: Regarding claim 17, Applicant alleges that 

Ludwig et al . do not disclose a handheld computer, and a laptop 
computer cannot be carried in a pocket . 

* 

Explanation : Examiner respectfully disagrees because a laptop 
computer can be carried/held by a users hands and claim 17, does 
not recite the handheld computer to be carried in ones pocket. 
One of ordinary skill in the computer/mobile art, knows that a 
laptop computer is a handheld computer so that it could be 
lightweight and transportable by a user. Also, the preamble of 
the claim is not given weight when examining the claim as a 
whole . 



2. Argument: Applicant alleges that Ludwig et al . does not 

disclose a user selectable option that is configured to 
effectuate movement of at least one of the first indicator and 
the second indicator to the first and second screen portions 

Explanation : Examiner respectfully disagrees because Ludwig et 
al. teaches a screen that have multiple areas (portions) 
depending on the participant in a call conference (fig. 8b) . 
Each participant could be placed on hold by selecting the hold 
indicator (fig. 8 b) , and a resume indicator for resuming 
communication with the participants (fig. 8b). The Keys (i.e. 
handup,hold mute etc) at the bottom of (fig. 8b) are used with 
each participant selected (fig. 8B and col. 24 lines 22-36, fig. 
35 and col. 36 line 14 through col. 38 line 55). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Keith T. 
Ferguson whose telephone number is (703) 305-4888. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 6:30am-5:00 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, William Trost can be 
reached on (703) 3 08-5318. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 

Keith Ferguson 
Art Unit 2683 
February 22, 2 005 




